Inspector Siria explained that the respondent's belt-
lines begin as belt headers and extend to the tailpiece.  As
the belt is further extended, the tailpiece is advanced in an
inceremental series of headers and tailpieces (Tr. 108-109).
Respondent explained that the belt is advanced by its produc-
tion personnel, and once this is done, its maintenance person-
nel will advance the fire sensor line (Tr. 116-117).

The respondent explained that its belts are advanced for
distances of 120, 180, or 210 feet at a time depending on the
crosscut centers.  The fire sensors are purchased in 500 foot
rolls, with sensors at 75 foot intervals.  The sensors are
premeasured, and the sensor line is uncoiled and advanced for
installation after the belt has been advanced (Tr. 103).
Assuming the belt is advanced 140 feet, as it was in this
case, the sensors would1 be-advanced for this same distance up
to the tailpiece end of the extended belt, and respondent
believes that the regulatory exception permits a 24-hour
period for this to be done (Tr. 87).

The respondent does not dispute the fact that the fire
sensor line was not immediately advanced for 140 feet at the
time the belt was extended that distance. However, respon-
dent takes the position that when the distance from the tail-
piece to the loading point reaches 125 feet, it has 24 hours
to advance the sensor heads to the end loading point (Tr.
127).  On the facts of this case, the respondent points out
that Inspector Gerovac arrived at the scene four hours after
the belt had been extended, and even though it had been
extended for more than 125 feet, the respondent believes that
it was not required to immediately advance the fire sensor
line because of the 24 hour "grace period" exception found in
subparagraph (3) of section 75.1103-4(a) (Tr. 85-85; 101).

The respondent points out that the fire sensor line had
been extended up to the point where the belt extension
started, and that automatic fire suppression devices were
located at the tailpiece feeders (Tr. 113).  In response to
the petitioner's assertion that the regulatory exception
applies only to the 125 foot belt increments, or the points
between the beginning and end, respondent points out that
requiring the immediate installation of a sensor at the end
of the belt while allowing 24 hours to install one in the
middle makes no sense because the sensors operate in sequence
and not independently of each other.  A sensor located at the
end of a belt will not operate until such time as the middle
one is installed (Tr. 94).-existing first cut, both of which Increased the
